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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

The amendment filed 10/1 1/2007 has been entered and made of record. The 
amendment to claims 12, 17, and 19 has overcome the 35 USC 101 rejection made in 
the Non-Final office action filed 06/11/2007. The 35 USC 112 1 st paragraph rejection 
made in the Non-Final office action filed 06/1 1/2007 is not withdrawn. Further 
clarification is made below. The 35 USC 112 2 nd paragraph rejection made in the Non- 
Final office action filed 06/1 1/2007 is withdrawn. Claims 2-5, 7, 13-16, and 18 have 
been cancelled. Claims 1, 6, 8-12, 17, and 19-22 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 6, 8-12, 17, and 19-22 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection necessitated by 
Applicant's amendment. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement(s) (IDS) submitted on 10/11/2007 is being 
considered by the examiner. 



Specification 

The amendment filed 10/1 1/2007 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 1 32(a) because 
it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no 
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amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added 
material which is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows: Amended 
paragraphs [0008, 0034] introduce original color values. Is the original color value the 
image data from the source (e.g., scanner, digital camera, etc.?) and if so, is the image 
data prior to compression schemes or the raw image data? Or is the original color data 
the data also known as the first color value? (see 1 12 2 nd paragraph rejection in regards 
to claim 1) 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 

Drawings 

The drawings were received on 10/1 1/2007. These drawings are acceptable. 

The drawings are objected to because in regards to amended Fig. 5, S102 now 
recites, "Achromatic Color prior to smoothing?" However, it is unclear how the image 
data can be checked if it contains achromatic color prior to smoothing , if S101 smoothes 
the image data with reference to surrounding colors. 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a) because they fail to show 
S103 of Fig. 5, as described in the specification. Specifically [0034] recites, "in step 
103, if the RGB value after smoothing deviates from the achromatic axis, it is adjusted 
so that the RGB value after smoothing is returned to a value on the achromatic axis." 
However, S103 illustrated in Fig. 5 only recites "project onto achromatic axis," and fails 
to mention a smoothing step at all. Any structural detail that is essential for a proper 
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understanding of the disclosed invention should be shown in the drawing. MPEP § 
608.02(d). 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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Claims 1,6, 8-12, 17, and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable 
one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. 

In regards to claims 1,6,8, and 9, independent claim 1 recites, "in the event that 
the first color value does not correspond to achromatic color due to the smoothing and 
the original color value corresponding to the first color value is achromatic, adjusting the 
first color value to provide a second color value corresponding to the achromatic color," 
such is not supported in the disclosure. Referring to Fig. 5 and [0008, 0034], there is no 
comparison of the original color value with a first color value, let alone, as shown in Fig. 
5, if the color value R=G=B holds, the color data is projected onto the achromatic axis. 
As stated in claim 1 , if the first color value does not correspond to achromatic color, the 
colors are adjusted. Therefore, there is a discrepancy between the claim language and 
the disclosure. Additionally, Applicant's amended disclosure [0034] recites, "in Step 
S101, the smoothing unit (15) performs smoothing for the RGB values read out by the 
smoothing unit (15) ... in step S102, it is determined whether RGB value obtained after 
smoothing corresponds to an originally achromatic color, i.e., with the read RGB value 
prior to smoothing, the relations R=G=B holds. If this RGB value prior to smoothing is 
achromatic, the flow processed to Step S103." However, it is unclear how the 
comparison can be made if the image data is smoothed before the comparison of the 
image data prior to smoothing (S102). Furthermore, it is unclear why the process would 
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project the image data onto the achromatic axis for adjustment when the relation of 
R=G=B holds, instead of when R^G^B. One would assume that when the relation 
R=G=B does not hold, the image data would be projected onto the achromatic axis for 
adjustment so that the RGB value is returned to a value on the achromatic axis. 

In regards to claims 10-12, 17, 19-22, independent claims 10 and 12 recites, "a 
correction unit for adjusting the first color value into a second color value corresponding 
to achromatic color, in the event that the first color value does not correspond to 
achromatic color due to the smoothing, the correction unit ..." As with the rationale of 
claim 1 above, referring to Fig. 5 and [0008, 0034], if the color value R=G=B holds, the 
color data is projected onto the achromatic axis, where as stated in claims 10 and 12, if 
the first color value does not correspond to achromatic color, the colors are adjusted. 
Therefore, there is a discrepancy between the claim language and the disclosure. The 
same rationale as claim 1 holds for claims 10 and 12. 

Claims 1, 6, 8-12, 17, and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. Independent claims 1, 
10 and 12 are amended to recite "original color value". However, it is unclear what this 
original color value is. Although Applicant has amended the disclosure to include 
"original color value", no such mention of an "original color value" was described in the 
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original disclosure. Is the original color value the image data from the source (e.g., 
scanner, digital camera, etc.?) and if so, is the image data prior to compression 
schemes or the raw image data? Or is the original color data the data also known as 
the first color value? (see 1 12 2 nd paragraph rejection in regards to claim 1) 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 6, 8, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites, "in the event that the first color value does not correspond to 
achromatic color due to the smoothing and the original color value corresponding to the 
first color value is achromatic, adjusting the first color value to provide a second color 
value corresponding to the achromatic color." It is unclear if the "original color value 
corresponding to the first color value" means the original color value is the first color 
value. If such is the case, it is unclear how the first color value does not correspond to 
achromatic color, but the original color value, which is also the first color value, is 
achromatic. There is a contradiction within the claim limitations. 

Due to the severity of the 35 USC 1 12 1 st and 2 nd rejections, no prior art can be applied. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michelle K. Lay whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7661. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30a-5p. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kee M. Tung can be reached on (571) 272-7794. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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